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We propose a new “disappearing positron track” channel at Belle II to search for dark matter, in
which a positron that is produced at the primary interaction vertex scatters with the electromagnetic
calorimeter to produce dark matter particles. Such scatterings can occur via either annihilation with
atomic electrons, or the bremsstrahlung process with target nuclei. The main backgrounds are due
to photons and neutrons that are produced in the same scatterings and then escape detection. We
require a large missing energy and further veto certain activities in the KLM detector to suppress
such backgrounds. To illustrate the sensitivity of the new channel, we consider a new physics model
where dark matter interacts with the standard model via a dark photon, which decays predominantly
to dark matter; we find that the annihilation with atomic electrons can probe some currently
unexplored parameter space.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) is one of the most fundamental and
longstanding problems in modern physics [1]. However,
the particle property of DM remains elusive, despite the
overwhelming evidence of its gravitational effects [1–4].
Particle colliders are one of the most powerful tools to
search for DM. The leading DM signature studied at col-
liders is the so-called mono-X channel where DM are usu-
ally produced at the primary collision vertex of the col-
lider accompanied by a standard model (SM) particle X
[5–9]. Over the years, a plethora of mono-X processes
have been studied, with X being photon [5, 10–12], jet
[6–8, 13–15], top [16–18], bottom [19, 20], Z/W [9, 21–
26], or Higgs [27–31].

In this paper, we propose a new channel to search for
DM at colliders where DM are produced in collisions be-
tween SM particles and the detector, instead of at the
primary collision vertex of the collider. For concreteness,
in this analysis we take as an example the Belle II ex-
periment, the electron-positron collider operated at Su-
perKEKB. Belle II is expected to accumulate at least 50
ab−1 data and has a hermetic electromagnetic calorime-
ter (ECL) [32], making it an ideal machine to search for
light DM as well as other new light particles [33–46].

Electrons and positrons are copiously produced at
Belle II via the Bhabha scattering process, leading to
O(1012) positrons expected with 50 ab−1. These final
state positrons can then scatter with the ECL detector
to produce DM; this can occur either via the annihilation
process with atomic electrons in the ECL

e+ + e−A → χ̄+ χ, (1)

or via the bremsstrahlung process with target nuclei in
the ECL

e+ +N → e+ +N + χ̄+ χ, (2)
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FIG. 1. Feynman diagrams of the annihilation process
e+e−A → χ̄χ (left), and the bremsstrahlung process e+N →
e+Nχ̄χ (right). The process with χ̄χ radiated from the initial
state e+ is included in the analysis, but not shown here.

where χ is the DM particle, e−A is the atomic electron
in the ECL, and N is the target nucleus, which can be
either Cs or I in the ECL. The Feynman diagrams of these
two processes are shown in Fig. (1). The DM particles
then escape the Belle II detectors, resulting in a missing
energy signature. We note that this channel is analogous
to that in electron fixed-target experiments (e.g., NA64
[47]), with the ECL detector as the target.

Unlike DM produced at the primary collision vertex,
the missing energy in this new channel is preceded by a
charged track in the CDC (central drift chamber) and a
small amount of energy deposited in the ECL. We thus
refer to this new channel as the “disappearing positron
track” channel. Moreover, the disappearing positron is
accompanied by an electron that has an opposite mo-
mentum to the positron track in the center of mass (CM)
frame, a clear CDC track, and an energy deposition in
the ECL that is consistent with the Bhabha scattering.

The collisions between positrons and the ECL can also
produce photons and neutrons, which have a non-zero
probability to penetrate all the sub-detectors of Belle II
without leaving a trace, mimicking the signal events of
DM. We find that a large missing energy in the ECL and
a veto on a cluster or a track in the KLM (KL-muon
detector) [32, 46] are instrumental in controlling these
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backgrounds.
To illustrate the capability of this new channel in prob-

ing DM, we consider the dark photon (DP) model in
which the DP predominantly decays into DM [48]. The
main results are summarized in Fig. (2). For the DP
mass in the vicinity of 66 MeV, the new channel can
probe unexplored parameter space, surpassing both the
mono-photon channel at Belle II and the NA64 experi-
ment.

II. DISAPPEARING POSITRON TRACK

The energy of the final state positron is measured by
the ECL detector, which has a barrel region and two
endcap regions. In our analysis, we only consider the
positrons in the barrel region (with a polar angle between
32.2◦ and 128.7◦ in the lab frame), due to the following
three reasons. First, there are less non-instrumented se-
tups, such as magnetic wires and pole tips, between ECL
and KLM in the barrel region as compared to the endcap
regions [49]. This leads to a better KLM veto efficiency
in the barrel region, which is essential in controlling the
SM background. Second, the barrel region has a better
hermiticity: Gaps between ECL crystals in the barrel re-
gion are non-projective to the collision point; however,
some gaps in the endcap regions are projective so that
particles can escape the ECL detector without being no-
ticed when traversing them [50, 51]. Third, the endcap
regions have more beam backgrounds [52].

Although in the signal process the positron cannot de-
posit all its energy in the ECL due to the production of
DM, its transverse momentum can be measured in the
CDC with a good resolution, e.g., δpT /pT ' 0.4% for
pT ' 3 GeV [53]. Using the CDC measurements (both
the transverse momentum and the angular information),
we can compute the positron energy, which is then re-
quired to be equal to the electron energy (measured both
in the ECL and CDC) in the CM frame. To suppress the
backgrounds (especially those from neutrons), we further
require a large missing energy such that the final state
positron only deposits at most 5% of its energy in the
ECL, and veto KLM activities including multi-hits or a
cluster.

III. POSITRON FLUX

Positrons at Belle II are mainly produced at the pri-
mary interaction point, via the Bhabha scattering process
with the cross section [54]

dσB
d cos θ∗

=
πα2

2s

(3 + cos2 θ∗)2

(1 + cos θ∗)2
, (3)

where θ∗ is the polar angle of the final state positron
in the CM frame, s is the square of the center of mass
energy, and α ' 1/137 is the fine structure constant.

Because SuperKEKB is an asymmetric collider, which
collides 7 GeV electrons with 4 GeV positrons [32], the
differential cross section of the Bhabha scattering in the
lab frame is given by

dσB
dE

=
dσB

d cos θ∗

√
1− β2

βE∗
, (4)

where E is the energy of the final state positron in
the lab frame, β = 3/11, E∗ =

√
s/2, and cos θ∗ =

(
√

1− β2E/E∗ − 1)/β. In the lab frame, the energy of
the final state positron E is related to its polar angle θ

via E = E∗
√

1− β2/(1 − β cos θ). Thus, the minimum
and maximum energy of the positron at the barrel region
in the lab frame are Emin ' 4.35 GeV (for θ = 128.7◦)
and Emax ' 6.62 GeV (for θ = 32.2◦) respectively. The
total number of positrons in the barrel region is about
6× 1011 with the total luminosity of 50 ab−1.

IV. BACKGROUNDS

SM backgrounds arise when the SM particles that are
produced in the collision between the final state positron
and the ECL detector escape detection. Charged parti-
cles (such as electron and muon) are likely to be detected
by the ECL and KLM detectors: The probability for
positrons to penetrate the ECL is very small; the KLM
detector, which consists of an alternating sandwich of 4.7
cm thick iron plates and active detector elements [32],
is very sensitive to the muon tracks, leading to negligi-
ble muon backgrounds via the KLM veto. On the other
hand, neutral particles (such as photon, neutron, and
neutrino) have a significant probability to traverse the
ECL and KLM detectors without being detected. Back-
grounds due to neutrinos are found to be negligible, due
to the large W/Z masses. Thus, the main backgrounds
are due to photons and neutrons, which we discuss below.

We first discuss the photon backgrounds. Photon en-
ergy can be measured in the ECL detector, which is made
up of CsI crystals with the length of 16 X0 [55], where
X0 = 1.86 cm is the radiation length of CsI [56]. The
energy distribution of photons that are produced in the
collision between a positron with energy E and the ECL
can be well approximated by [57]

dNγ
dxγ

(t, xγ) ' 1

xγ

(1− xγ)(4/3)t − e−(7/9)t
7/9 + (4/3) ln(1− xγ)

, (5)

where xγ = Eγ/E with Eγ being the energy of the pho-
ton, and tX0 is the position of the photon in the ECL
detector. Therefore, the probability of a photon carrying
more than 95% of the positron energy to escape the ECL
detector is given by∫ 1

0.95

dxγ
dNγ
dxγ

(t = 16, xγ) ' 4.7× 10−8. (6)
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This leads to ∼2.8 × 104 potential background events
after the ECL detector, for the 6 × 1011 positrons. Al-
though the probability for GeV-scale photons to pene-
trate the whole KLM (consisting of at least 60 cm iron
plates in total [32]) without producing KLM clusters is
negligibly small, photons can also be absorbed by some
non-instrumented setups (for example the magnet coil)
between the ECL and the KLM [49]. For that reason the
veto power of the KLM on photons is limited. To take
into account such effects, we adopt the IFR veto effi-
ciency at BABAR, which is about 4.5× 10−4 [58], as the
conservative estimate of the KLM veto efficiency, since
the KLM veto efficiency is expected to be better than
the IFR [59]. This then leads to 13 background events
due to photons, for the 6 × 1011 positrons. We note in
passing that if the KLM veto efficiency can be improved
by one order of magnitude as compared to the IFR, the
photon backgrounds will decrease to be about a single
event.

We next discuss the neutron backgrounds. Neutrons
with energy of several GeV are mainly produced by
photo-nuclear reactions between the positron and the
ECL detector [56]. To estimate such backgrounds, we
simulate collisions of 109 positrons with 4.35 GeV en-
ergy onto a CsI target with one X0, by using GEANT4
(version 11.0) [60] with the FTFP BERT physics list. Our
choice of the positron energy in the simulation is mo-
tivated by the fact that ∼ 50% of the positrons are in
the first tenth of the entire energy range in the barrel
region, according to Eq. (4). We only simulate a fraction
of positrons with a thin CsI target (with one X0) because
the full simulation with a 16-X0 CsI target is extremely
time-consuming. The simulation results with the thin
CsI target are acceptable for our purpose, because neu-
trons with significant energy are mainly produced within
the first radiation length, which are confirmed in our sim-
ulations with a 2-X0 CsI target.

To ensure that the missing energy is mainly caused by
neutrons, we only select the GEANT4 simulated events
that contain at least one neutron with energy exceed-
ing 3 GeV. There are 4950 events in the 109 simulations
that satisfy this selection cut. We then compute the to-
tal energy deposited in the ECL, by taking into account
both the deposited energy in the first X0 calculated by
GEANT4, and the kinetic energy of e± and γ. We fur-
ther include the kinetic energy of protons with momen-
tum less than 0.6 GeV, because such protons have a gy-
roradius radius . 1.3 m in the ECL where B = 1.5 T
[32], and thus can deposit the kinetic energy when orbit-
ing around. We do not add the kinetic energy of π± to
the deposited energy, because π± decays primarily into
a neutrino and a muon which deposit negligible energy
to the ECL. We then require the deposited energy in the
ECL to be less than 5% of the energy of the positron;
there are 100 events after this detector cut. We further
veto events that contain protons or π± with momentum
exceeding 0.6 GeV, because these charged hadrons can
either deposit significant energy in the ECL and/or pro-

duce tracks in the KLM. There are 64 events after this
veto.

Next we classify the remaining events according to the
number of neutrons that have kinetic energy exceeding
280 MeV, the energy threshold for hadronic showers [61].
There are 13 events with a single neutron and 51 events
with more than 2 neutrons. We compute the probability
for a neutron to penetrate a target with length L via
[62, 63]

P = exp(−L/λ0), (7)

where λ0 is the hadronic interaction length. The KLM
has ∼ 3.9λ0, and the ECL has ∼ 0.8λ0 [32]. Thus, the
probability for a neutron to penetrate the remaining 15
X0’s of the ECL and the KLM is P ' 0.01. Rescaling this
to the 6 × 1011 positrons, one expects ∼81 background
events due to neutrons in total.

We note that there is another source of neutrons from
the beam backgrounds (dominated by 10-100 keV neu-
trons), which can also produce KLM hits [64] and thus
complicates the situation. Because of the beam back-
grounds, one cannot veto events with any hits in the
KLM [49]. Fortunately, unlike neutrons with kinetic
energy above 280 MeV which are expected to produce
multi-hits or a cluster in the KLM, a single beam back-
ground neutron is usually absorbed in one scintillator
strip [65]. For that reason, in our analysis, we only select
neutrons above 280 MeV, which can be well controlled by
the veto on multi-hits or a cluster in the KLM. However,
since there is already a neutron with energy above 3 GeV
in our selected events, including another neutron below
280 MeV would further suppress the background, lead-
ing to an even smaller neutron background. Thus, our
analysis serves as a conservative estimate of the neutron
backgrounds.

Taking into account backgrounds from both neutrons
and photons, one expects at most ∼94 background events
for the 6× 1011 positrons.

V. RESULT

To show the sensitivity of the “disappearing positron
track” channel on DM, we consider a new physics model
in which DM interacts with the SM through a DP via
the Lagrangian [48]

Lint = A′µ(eQf εf̄γ
µf + gχχ̄γ

µχ), (8)

where A′µ is the DP with mass mA′ , χ is the Dirac DM
with mass mχ, f denotes the SM fermion with electric
charge Qf , e is the QED coupling, and ε and gχ are cou-
pling constants. In our analysis we fix mχ = mA′/3 such
that A′ decays dominantly into DM in the parameter
space of interest where gχ � eε.

We compute the signal events from both diagrams
shown in Fig. (1). We first compute the annihilation
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process e+e−A → A′ → χχ̄; the cross section is given by

σann(
√
s) =

e2ε2αD
3

s+ 2m2
χ

(s−m2
A′)2 + Γ2

A′m2
A′

√
1− 4m2

χ

s
,

(9)
where αD = g2χ/4π, ΓA′ is the decay width of the DP, and

s = 2meE
′ + 2m2

e = 2meEA′ with E′ being the energy
of the positron at the collision point and EA′ = E′ +me

being the energy of A′. Note that we have E′ ≤ E where
E is the positron energy before entering ECL. The partial
decay width of the DP into DM is

Γ(A′ → χ̄χ) =
mA′αD

3

(
1 + 2

m2
χ

m2
A′

)√
1− 4m2

χ

m2
A′
. (10)

Because the invisible decay width is much larger than
the visible ones in the parameter space of interest, we
use ΓA′ ' Γ(A′ → χ̄χ) in our analysis. The signal events
in the annihilation process can be computed by

Nann = L
∫ Emax

Emin

dE
dσB
dE

∫ E+me

0.95E

dEA′ (11)

×neTe(E′ = EA′ −me, E, LT )σann(EA′),

where L = 50 ab−1 is the integrated luminosity, ne is
the number density of the electron in CsI, and dσB/dE
is given in Eq. (4). Here Te(E

′, E, LT ) is the positron
differential track-length distribution [57, 66–68] where
LT = 16X0 is the thickness of the ECL target. The
expression of Te is given in the appendix A. The inte-
gration of EA′ is performed for EA′ > 0.95E so that the
positron deposits less than 5% of its original energy in
the ECL.

We next compute the bremsstrahlung process. In the
parameter space of interest, the signal is dominated by
the on-shell produced A′. Thus, the signal events are
given by

Nbre = L
∫ Emax

Emin

dE
dσB
dE

∫ E−me

0.95E

dEA′ (12)∫ E

EA′

dE′ nNTe(E
′, E,X0)

dσbre
dEA′

,

where nN is the number density of I (or Cs). Here
dσbre/dEA′ is the differential cross section of the on-shell
produced A′ [69–71],

dσbre
dEA′

= (φI + φCs)
4α3ε2

E′
x(1− x+ x2/3)

m2
A′(1− x) +m2

ex
2
, (13)

where x ≡ EA′/E′, and φN denotes the effective flux of
photons from nucleus N [69]:

φN =

∫ tmax

tmin

dt
t− tmin

t2

[
Za2t

(1 + a2t)(1 + t/d)

]2
, (14)

with tmin = (m2
A′/2E′)2, tmax = m2

A′ + m2
e, a =

111m−1e Z−1/3, and d = 0.164A−2/3 GeV2. We use

10 50 100
mA′  [MeV]

10−5

10−4

10−3

ε 

mono−γ

disap
pear

ing  e+

BABAR

NA64

L= 50 ab−1
αD = 0.001
mχ = mA′/3

FIG. 2. Belle II sensitivity on ε with 50 ab−1 integrated lu-
minosity as a function of the DP mass mA′ from the “disap-
pearing positron track” (blue solid). Here we fix αD = 0.001
and mχ = mA′/3. Belle II sensitivity from the mono-photon
channel with 50 ab−1 (gray dashed) is rescaled from the re-
sult with 20 fb−1 in Ref. [32]. The NA64 constraints (gray
shaded region) [72] with 2.84 × 1011 electrons on target are
also shown.

Z = 53 (55) and A = 127 (133) for I (Cs). Here we only
consider the dominant elastic form factor.

Fig. (2) shows the expected 90% CL limits on ε from
the “disappearing positron track” channel, as a function
of the DP mass, where we take mA′ = 3mχ, L = 50 ab−1,
and αD = 0.001. We compute the 90% CL limits by
using Ns/

√
Nb =

√
2.71 [45] where Ns = Nann + Nbre

and Nb = 94. We find that in the narrow mass window,
66 MeV . mA′ . 82 MeV, the annihilation process with
the atomic electrons dominates; outside this region, the
bremsstrahlung process dominates. The DP models can
also be searched for in the mono-photon channel e+e− →
γA′ at Belle II [32] and by the missing energy signature at
NA64 [72]. We find that the best limit on ε from the new
“disappearing positron track” channel is ε . 1.7× 10−5,
which occurs in the vicinity of mA′ = 66 MeV, surpassing
both the mono-photon channel at Belle II and the NA64
constraints [72].

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we propose a new “disappearing positron
track” channel at Belle II to search for DM, where DM
are generated via collisions between positrons and the
ECL. The major backgrounds are due to photons and
neutrons produced in the same collisions. We design a
set of detector cuts to reconstruct such a new signal from
the Belle II data, as well as to suppress various SM back-
grounds. We compute the sensitivity of the new channel
on the invisible dark photon model. We find that the
new channel at Belle II can probe ε ' 1.7 × 10−5 with
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50 ab−1 data for dark photon mass at ∼66.66 MeV, sur-
passing both the mono-photon channel at Belle II and
the missing energy channel at NA64.
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Appendix A: Track length

In this appendix we provide the expression of the dif-
ferential track-length distribution for positrons used in
our analysis. For positrons with initial energy E to enter
a target with thickness LT , the differential track-length
distribution as a function of the positron energy E′ can

be computed by [67, 68]

Te(E
′, E, LT ) = X0

∫ LT /X0

0

Ie(E
′, E, t)dt, (A1)

where X0 is the radiation length of the target. Here
Ie(E

′, E, t) is the energy distribution of E′ at the depth
tX0, which can be computed iteratively such that Ie =∑
i I

(i)
e where I

(i)
e denotes the i-th generation positrons

[57]. We adopt the analytical model of Ref. [57] up to
second-generation positrons, which are found to be in
good agreement with simulations in Ref. [67]. The con-
tributions from the first two generations are [57]

I(1)e (E′, E, t) =
1

E

(ln(1/v))b1t−1

Γ(b1t)
, (A2)

I(2)e (E′, E, t) =
2

E

∫ 1

v

dx

x2
1

b2 + b1 ln(1− x)

×
[

(1− x)b1t − (1− v/x)b1t

b1 ln [(x− x2)/(x− v)]

+
e−b2t − (1− v/x)b1t

b2 + b1 ln(1− v/x)

]
, (A3)

where b1 = 4/3, b2 = 7/9, v = E′/E.
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Weizsäcker-Williams approximation and the analysis of
beam dump experiments: Production of an axion, a
dark photon, or a new axial-vector boson,” Phys. Rev.
D 96 (2017) 016004 [arXiv:1705.01633].

[72] D. Banerjee et al., “Dark matter search in missing
energy events with NA64,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019)
121801 [arXiv:1906.00176].

https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.3309
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0352
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.03.060
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2015.03.060
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.3267
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.38.3375
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.015031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.03794
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.041802
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.05884
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.075018
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.0580
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.05.010
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.05.010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05706
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.016004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.016004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.01633
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.121801
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.121801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00176

	A new channel to search for dark matter at Belle II
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Disappearing positron track
	III Positron flux
	IV Backgrounds
	V Result
	VI Summary
	 Acknowledgments
	A Track length
	 References


